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Yankee Microwave, Inc. ("Yankee"), by its attorneys and

pursuant to section 1.106(f) of the FCC's Rules, hereby

supplements its June 14, 1993 petition for reconsideration of the

Commission's Order of May 26, 1993 in.MM Docket No. 92-259 ( _

FCC Rcd (1993), FCC No. 93-278, released May 27, 1993).

Therein, the Commission denied Yankee's" requested stay of the

effective date of its Rules implementing the Retransmission

Consent provisions of the Cable Television Consumer Protection

and Competition Act of 1992, Pub. L. No. 102-385, 106 Stat. 1460

(1992) (the "Act") -- specifically that portion of the Rules

referred to as the "superstation exemption."l

In its stay request, filed May 3, 1993, Public Notice

of which was given on May 13, 1993 (FCC No. 33112), and which was

1 See 47 C.F.R. S 76.64(b) (2). Through its stay request
Yankee sought protection from the deleterious effects of the
Retransmission Consent Rule until the Commission could rule on
Yankee's pending Petition for Reconsideration.
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unopposed, Yankee argued that the new Rules, as drafted, would

unfairly create an exemption from the retransmission consent

requirements as to superstations delivered via satellite, but not

for the same signals delivered by microwave or other distribution

systems. ThUS, an unintended impact of the Rule would be to

unfairly discriminate in favor of satellite carriers over

microwave or other signal delivery means and entities.

In denying Yankee's request, the Commission stated that

"the evidence provided by Yankee regarding the extent to which

signals will be delivered by satellite instead of microwave is

speculative, and it is unclear to whether cable systems will

actually change the delivery system used to receive

[superstations]." Further, the Commission stated that the

October 6, 1993 effective date would provide it with sufficient

time to consider Yankee's petition alleging an unintended

incidental and discriminatory impact of its Rules. The

Commission then tersely concluded that Yankee had not

demonstrated a stay was needed to avoid irreparable harm.

This supplement provides the Commission with a recently

received letter from Helicon, owner of a small cable company

serving st. Johnsbury, Vermont, which receives delivery of

distant superstation WSBK from Yankee. (Thus, there is no must­

carry option for Helicon). This letter corroborates statements

made in Yankee's June 14, 1993 petition for reconsideration

concerning Helicon's intention to discontinue receipt of the
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May 1, 1991, regardless of the current means of delivery of the

signal. In the alternative, the exemption should be stayed in

its entirety to avoid unfair preferential treatment of satellite

carriers.

WHEREFORE, for the foregoing reasons, as well as those

advanced in its initial stay request and subsequent petition for

reconsideration of denial, Yankee Microwave, Inc. respectfully

requests that the Commission grant its request for

reconsideration and stay the effective date of the superstation

exemption to its Retransmission Consent Rules pending

consideration of Yankee's Petition For Reconsideration.

Respectfully sUbmitted,

Its Attorneys

Law Offices of
John D. Pellegrin, Chtd.
1140 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
suite 606
Washington, D.C. 20554
(202) 293-3831

Date: June 18, 1993
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Kathy Nagl, a secretary in the law firm of John D.
Pellegrin, Chartered do hereby certify that I have on this 18th
day of June, 1993 transmitted a copy of the attached "Supplement
to Petition for Reconsideration of Denial of Yankee Microwave,
Inc.'s Request for Stay" by hand to the following:

The Honorable James H Quello,
Acting Chairman
Federal Communications commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Room 814
Washington, DC 20554

The Honorable Andrew C. Barrett,
Commissioner
Federal Communications commission
1919 M street, N.W.
Room 844
Washington, DC 20554

The Honorable Ervin S. Duggan,
Commissioner
Federal Communications commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Room 832
Washington, DC 20554

William H. Johnson,
Deputy Chief
Mass Media Bureau
Federal Communications commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Room 314
Washington, DC 20554

Ronald Parver,
Chief
Cable Television Branch
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M street, N.W.
Room 242
Washington, DC 20554

Marcia Glauberman
Policy and Rules Division
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Room 8010
Washington, DC 20554


